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PREFACE 
This study examines a population of juvenile felony offenders, 
their characteristics, services rendered, and the extent of recidi-
vism. Information for the study was ga t hered from individual case 
files from Kay County, Oklahoma Court Related and Community Services 
on children referred in 1980 for alleged involvement in felony of-
fenses. 
This research evolved from a rather basic concept relating to 
youth in trouble into a rather complex, detailed project of long du-
ration. Completion of the study could not have occurred without the 
assistance and support of numerous people, to whom a debt of grati-
tude is owed . 
First, owe a special thanks to Ms. Patricia Wideman, Assistant 
District Supervisor of Court Related and Community Services in Kay 
County. With her permission, I wa s able to obtain access to the c ase 
files on the children involved in the study. Of course, it should 
be mentioned that complete anonymity was maintained. 
Next , w ish to thank my pri mary adv iser, Dr. Harjit Sandhu, 
for his guidance, support, and encouragement . His expertise in the 
fields of Juvenile Delinquency and Corrections were invaluabl e t o 
me throughout the process and most appreciated. would also I ike 
to thank Dr. Richard Dodder for his assistance with this study, es-
pecially in reg ard to the technical and organizational aspects. 
In addition, I would I ike to thank my typist, critic, and friend, 
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Ms. Pamela Keltner, for her exce l len t work. 
Finally, my deepest apprecia t ion goes to my fiancee', Ellen 
Wi I Iiams, for her constant support, encouragement, patience, and under-
standing. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
Research in the fie Id of juven i I e de Ii nquency has produced an 
identification of certain conditions, characteri stics, or processes 
that appear to be associated wi th delinquent behavior. Examination 
of these conditions has resu l ted i n an increased under standing of 
delinquency causation. Further understanding wi 11 enable us to provide 
a more effective societal response which may, in turn, re duce the 
incidence of primary and secondary delinquency. 
Our I eve I o f understanding i n regard to conditions associated 
with de Ii nquency is by no means comp I ete. The p r esence of one specific 
c ondition or of numerous conditions does not imp I y tha t de I i nquency 
always occurs . Further research is necessary to i dentify t hose condi-
tions or characterist i cs wh ich are present in a majority of cases 
where delinquency occurs. 
The present research a ttempts to identify conditi o ns , character-
istics, or processes which indicate a relationship to both primary 
de f inquency and rec id ivism. The bas i c design of the research i nvolves 
an ex amination of youths who have comm itted felony offenses, the ir 
characteristics, the services rendered to t hem , and the ex t ent of 
recidivism. The purpose is to expand our knowledge relating to deter-
minants of delinquency and recidivism. 
Inf o r mation for this s tudy wa s gathered f rom indivi dual case 
files from Cour t Relate d and Commu n ity Services, the agency respon-
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sible for- juvenile intake, pr-obation, and par-ole in Kay County, Okla-
homa. These case f i I es wer-e examined on 144 chi I dr-en r-efer-r-ed to the 
agency in 1980 for- alleged felony offenses. 
The pr-imar-y r-esear-ch questions to be addr-essed in this study 
wer-e as fol lows : (1) What wer-e the social char-acter-istics of this 
population of juvenile offender-s? (2) What types of offenses wer-e 
committed by these youth? (3) What pr-ocesses occur-r-ed as the societal 
contr-ol agents inter-vened? (4) What types of ser-vices wer-e implemen-
ted? (5) What char-acter-istics, pr-ocesses, and conditions show an asso-
ciation with r-ecidivism? 
Chapter- I I of this study f ocuses on a se I ected r-ev i ew of Ii ter-a-
tur-e r-elevent to delinquency and r-ecidivism. Chapter- 111 out I ines 
the r-esear-ch methods uti I ized in the pr-esent study, including a de-
scr-iption of the r-esear-ch sett i ng . Chapter- IV gives an analysis of 
the data. Chapter- V summar- izes the data and pr-es ents a di scuss ion 
of the meaning of the data. Ch apter- VI gives conc lusions to the pr-e-
sent r-esear-ch . 
CHAPTER I I 
A SELECTED REVIEW OF THE L I TERATURE 
The scope of this research study necessitates th at an exam ination 
be undertaken regarding bo th t he concept of de Ii nquency and t he con-
cept of recidivism . Del i nquency, as defined in this research , refers 
to behavior on the part of a chi Id under the age o f e i ghteen wh i ch is 
in violation of written l aws and is detect ed by a societal control 
agency. Recidivism is de! inquent behavior which is secondary in na tu re, 
both in terms of the actual commissi on of the offense and in te rms of 
the societal response. With this in min d, this revi ew of the litera-
ture focuses upon the two related aspects: (1 ) causes or conditions 
assoc i ated with delinquency in existence pri o r to any societal r esponse, 
and ( 2 ) causes or conditions assoc iat ed w it h r ecidivist behav i ors 
which occur dur ing or af ter the societal response. 
Many r esearchers and theorists have exami ned f ami ly sys t ems and 
family processes an d the i r r ela ti onship t o de li nqu ency. A number of 
early studies gave indication that the broken home was a maj o r causal 
factor associated with del i nquency (Shaw & McKay, 1932 ; Glueck & Glueck, 
1950; Monahan, 1957; Merrill, 1947 .) I t i s interest ing to no t e tha t a 
later study by Shaw and McKay (1942) did not produce definiti ve re-
sults. They maintained a causal re l at ionship betwee n broken homes and 
delinquency but spoke more to the conf I icts and t ensions that arose 
t hrough the parental separ ation. S imilarly Nye (1 958 , p . 48) assert ed 
that except for institutionalized chil dren, "unhappiness in a home was 
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more significantly related to delinquency than a st r ucturally broken 
home." 
Later studies continued to focus upon broken homes and del inquen-
cy. Haskel I & Yablonsky (1974) examined a number o f boys commi tted to 
the California Youth Aut hori ty in the early 1970's and found that 57% 
were not living with bo th biological pa rents (due to separation or 
death). Peterson and Becker (1965, p . 69) found a "substanti a l relat i on-
ship between de Ii nquency and broken homes. 11 Chi I t on an d Mark I e ( 1972) 
collected delinquency data from the Juven ile an d County Courts of 
Florida on nearly 9,000 children. They compared the fami ly situations 
of 5,376 of these chidren with those of the overa l U.S. popu lation 
and found that children charged with del inquent acts came from dis-
r upted fami I ies substantially mor e often than non-de I inquent ch ild r e n . 
Finally, studies on t he significance of parental deprivation in rela-
tion to delinquency and recidivism hav e found posi t ive assoc iat ions 
(Virkkunen, 1976; Bowlby, 1951). 
Processes or dynamics w ith in the f amily system are importan t in 
their relation sh ip to delinquency. The quality of pare n t-ch ild relation-
ships and the qua I ity of disciplinary methods have received much atten-
tion. The Gluecks, in thei r· 1950 study, reported that lax and inconsis-
tent discipl i ne was associated with th e h i gher percentage of delinquents 
than was very strict discip l ine (Glueck and Glueck, 1950). 
Slocum and St o ne (1963) found a sign i ficant rel a ti onship between 
fairness of parental discipline and conformity by the children. Another 
study found that excessive conflict within the home interferes with 
the ch i Id's social and moral development, oft e n giving rise to del in-
quent behavior (Grogan and Grogan, 1968). Haskel I & Yablonsky (1974, 
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p. 103) asserted that "internal family dyn amics are more c losely 
related to social deviance in genera l and delinquency in particular 
than are structural elements of the family." They further went on to 
state that "gross physical and emotional abuse and outright rejection 
are closely related to delinquent conduct" (p. 103). Finall y, Abraham-
son (1960) essentially believes that a l I delinquents have some level 
of emot i ona I disturbance and are produced by tension and conf I i cts 
w i t h i n t he f am i I y . 
The re I at i onsh i p between schoo Is and de Ii nquency has been an area 
of concern. Haskell and Yab l onsky (1974 ) in their profile of a typical 
California Youth Authority boy, found that 67% of these youth were 
indifferent or negative toward school. Fleisher (19661 confirmed that 
a relationship exists between dropping out of school and delinquency. 
In one study of 761 children handled through the Children's Bureau in 
Passaic, New Jersey, it was found that only a very small perce n tage 
went on to finish high school . Al so, the truancy rate for these 
de Ii nquent chi I dren wa s found to be high as compared to th e rat es for 
the general population of school ch il dren (Kvaraceus, 1945). Schafer 
and Po I k ( 1967) found t he de Ii nquency rate for dropouts to be ten 
times higher than for high school graduates. Many feel that the 
s c ho o I s need t o t a k e a mer e a c t i v e r o I e i n d e I i n q u e n c y p r eve n t i on by 
initiating more progressive curricula, individualized remedial pro-
grams, and programs geared to meeting the needs of the potential 
dropouts. 
We now tur n our attention to causes and cond i tions associated 
with recidivism which occu r during or after the offense and through 
the process of societal intervention. 
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Lipton, Martinson, and Wilks hav e p roduced a sur v ey of much i mpor-
tance which compiled resear c h findin gs on the effectiveness of treat-
ment administered to delinquents and adult offen ders (1975). Their 
findings relevant to this s t udy can be brief l y s umma rized as follows : 
(1) intensive probation sup ervision is associat ed with lower rates of 
recidivism, ( 2) institutions with re l ative r es trictive conditions, 
combined with two-year terms, may be more effective than less restric-
t i v e i n s t i t u t i on s w i t h sh or t er t er ms , ( 3 l p r ope r super v i s i on o f p a -
rolees is related to parole success , (4l counseling and social casework 
do not appear to be significantly related to l ower rates of recidivism, 
but do appear to be at least as effective as incarceration or 
community placement without services, and (5) counseling or pscyho-
therapy in the community with a pragmatic orientation and with the 
utilization of various methods seems to be effective in reducing 
recidivism. 
Alexander and Parsons 11973) studied a short-term behavioral inter-
vention approach with delinquents and their fami I ies. The delinquent 
fami I ies placed in the ex perimental group were compared to fami I ies 
involved in treatment uti I izing d ifferent modalities or to fami I ies 
not involved in any treatment program. They found that the program 
produced positive results and reduced recidivsm. The key to this 
particular approach was the modification of family interactions. 
Several studies have ex amined the outcomes of the diversion pro-
cess with juvenile delinquents. On one side of the coin, some research 
has found that diversion is not successful in reducing recidivism. 
Lundman 11976), for example, presented evidence that diversionary treat-
ment programs fai I to reduce recidivism. He further stated that "diver-
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sion units also possibly magnify existi ng prob l ems" (p . 437).ln another 
study of delinquency treatment programs, it was found that, even 
though some studies reported positive results, conc l usions were that 
there was "little or no success 1n preventing delinquency" (Lundman, 
McFarlane, and Scarpitti, 1976, p. 305 ). Finally, Thornton et al. 
(1982, p. 420) stated that "diversionary programs may actually increase 
def inquency since no punishment is involved." 
Some studies show diversion to produce lesser rates of rec i d iv ism . 
In a study of a family cr i sis inte.rvent ion approach to diversion from 
the juvenile justice system, outcomes were examined for the first 
offenders involved in the program. Components of this diversion strate-
gy include intensive focusing on the family as a system and fol l ow-up 
services. This project was successful in diverting youth from cour t 
involvement (Wade et al., 1977). Another study examined the ou t comes 
of a voluntary diversion program with the Da llas Po l i ce Department. 
For the more serious offender s, who were placed in a coun s eling unit, 
10 .7% were rearrested, while 50 . 5% of the comparison group ( not 
receiv ing counse Ii ng services) were rear rested ( Co I I i ngwood et a I., 
1976). Quay and Love (1977) found positive results with a juvenile 
diversion program that offered vocat i onal counsel i ng, training, and 
job placeme n t , along w ith persona l and social counseling, indi v i dually 
and in groups. 
In another study of 49 police agencies i n Los Ange l es County in 
1974, it was initially found that t he r a tes of juvenile diversion were 
highly variable. The s t udy then found that the police age nc ies wit h 
high rates of diversi on did not produce rec idivism rates different 
from those with low rates of diversion unless comparisons were made 
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between first offenders and multiple o f fenders (Kle i n , 1974). 
A number of stud ies have ex amined va r i ous fac tors which show 
association to recid i vism. These stud i es have a s i milar methodo l ogy 
to the present research. Scanlon & Webb (1981) gathered informati on 
from the Georgia Division o f Youth Ser v i ces on 2,574 juveniles comm it-
ted . Follow-up data rel a ti n g to recid i vism was obta i ned through the 
Georgia Department of Offender Rehabi I it ation. They found the f o l l ow-
ing variables to be related to recidivism: race, urb an-rural res i dence, 
parent a I presence , type of ju v en i I e c r i me , and I en g t h of stay i n t he 
juvenile system. Significan tly high recidiv ism rates were f o und for 
b I a ck s , u r b a n r es i d en t s , you t h fr om s i n g I e p a r e n t f am i I i es , p r ope r t y 
off enders, and those who spent more t han three year s in the j uven i I e 
correctional system. 
Another study analyzing factors r elated to recidivism wa s done 
1n Britain and used a sample of 451 male offenders . It was found t hat 
various factors ar e assoc i a ted to reci d ivi sm, incl udi ng broken home , 
institutional placement , pr evious offenses, and frequent c hanges in 
residence (Bui k huisen & Hoek stra, 1974). 
In yet another study, Thomas (1 9 77) examined the soci a l an d l egal 
correlates of juvenile rec idivism. Of 1702 juven il es who appeared 
in juvenile court in Virgini a between 1970 and 1974 studied , 28 .7% 
of those recidivated in that time per iod. S i gn ifi c an t predictors of 
recidivism wer e school behavior and att en dance, age at f i rst court 
appearance, and type of o ff ense. Variables that d i d not have s ignifi-
can t associat i on to rec id iv ism were race, famil y s ituation and soc i o-
econ omic s tatus. 
As can be seen from t hese research findings , results were var i ed. 
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No definitive statemen t s nor conclusi ons can be ma de regardin g causes 
or conditions associ ate d with primary or secondary de l inquency. 
CHAPTER I I I 
RESEARCH METHODS 
Research Setting 
The target area for this study was Kay County Ok l ahoma, primarily 
of rural composition , with a population of approximately 50,000. The 
larges t city within this county, Ponca C i ty, serves as the home off i ce 
for both Court Related and Community Services an d Kay County Youth 
Services. In fact, bot h agencies are housed together and both p rov ide 
outreach s ervices to the smaller communities . An explanation of the 
structure of these agencies, the referral process for juvenile o ff end-
ers, and related facets of the juvenile justice system is necessary. 
Court Related and Community Services (herea f ter r e ferred to as 
CRCS) a division of the Oklahoma Department of Human Services , has 
statutory responsibi I ity for juvenile fe lony intake and juvenile pro-
bation and parole supervision. Formal court i ntak e is actually a pro-
cess of pre I iminary inquiry, with the outcome being both a recommend-
ation to the District Attorney as to case disposit i on and a proposed 
treatment plan. 
The referr a l process t o CRCS is as fo l lows. Fol l owing the arrest 
of a juvenile as a result of an alleged felony offense, a decis i on 
is made regarding either detention of t he child or release to parents. 
If de t enti on occurs, the in t ake process begi ns the nex t working day. 
If the chi Id is re I eased t o the parent, they are required to appear. 
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at the appointed time to begin the intake process. That proce ss then 
involves a meeting to discuss the offense, consider options for dispo-
sition, and consider service needs. A recommend ation is then sent 
to the District Attorney which could be one of several options - dis-
missal, diversion, deferred prosecution, formal court pe tition, or 
certification to adult status. Upon confirma tion by the District 
Attorney, the service component begins. The District Attorney does 
have the prerogative of pursuing a disposition other than the one 
recommended. 
Diversion or deferred prosecution generally involves counseli ng 
and supervision of the youth without court involvement either by CR CS 
or by Kay County Youth Services. A formal petition initiates the juve-
nile court process, a forma l investigation of the chi Id's alleged 
delinquent behaviors. Certification to adult status involves a hearing 
which determines that the chi Id is not amena b le to the juvenile jus-
tice system. Genera I I y three factors are present: th e youth's repeated 
involvement in serious felony offenses, a history of j uvenile court 
involvement, and various tr eatment modalit ies offered over long periods 
of time. 
Service components which are impl emented for yout h followin g 
case disposition may include youth an d family counseling, group ther-
apy, voluntary restitution to victims, recr eati onal programs, and 
intensive supervision. These t y pes of communi ty servi c es may be pro-
vided by CRCS, Kay County Yout h Services, t he local mental health 
facility, or by private practitioners. It sho uld be noted that Kay 
County Youth Services provides not only counseling for youth up to 
age eighteen and their fami I ies, but also operates a temporary emer-
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gency shelter faci I ity for children. 
In some cases, children are placed outside their community for 
treatment. Th i s generally occurs as a result of delinquency, intense 
family problems, or serious emotiona l disturbances wi thin the child. 
The type of placement can vary from a foster home setting to a highly 
structured psych iatric treatment facility. De terminat i on of an appro-
priate placement is based upon consideration of the chi Id's problems 
and actual treatment needs. 
Research Design 
Information utilized in this study was gathered from individual 
case files on 144 chidren referred to the juvenile intake department 
in Kay County Oklahoma i n 1980 due to their alleged involvement in 
felony offenses. 
The first offense for which these children were referred in 1980 
(some were referred more than o nce) serves as the point of reference 
for this study. Antecedent variables, including sex, age, race, fami ly 
composition, educational status, employment status, past placement 
and past offenses were identified. Intervening variables including 
current of fense or o ffenses , int ake disposition, I eng t h and type of 
services within the community, formal court involvement, and present 
placement were identified. Finally, consequent variables were exam ined, 
which included whether or not new offenses occurred and informat ion 
relative to that fact. 
Basically, this s t udy analyzed a t i me period from time of off ense 
unti l two years elapsed, if that y o uth remained a juvenile (less than 
18 years of age). It is important to not e that many youths turned 
18 within that two year time period, which in some cases, drastically 
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cut that follow-up time period . For example, youths turning 18 within 
six months of their first referral may have comm it t ed subsequent of-
fenses, but it would not appear on this study as recidivism because 
of their adult status. 
Also worthy of note is t he fact t hat only data which cou l d be 
gathered from every cas e file was inc l uded. For example, the type 
of services provided to a youth varied from no services to limited 
individua l and family counseling to i n tensive fa mi l y interventi o n. 
Along with th is continuum were ancillary services such as restitut i on 
or recreational programs. Incomplete information wit h in the case f i les 
made it necessary to code the variable types of services as either 
no services or individual and family counseling (which always occurred 
when any services were offered). 
At this juncture, some poin ts need to be made regarding the s truc-
t u r e o f t h i s r e s e a r ch des i g n . F i r s t , t he de s i g n does no t f o I I ow t he 
exp er i men ta I mode I because of the absence of a cont ro I gr oup. The 
present desi gn is actual ly a panel study, as the measurement s are 
taken from a specific population over an extended period of time. 
The design will allow for an examinati o n of this spec i fic popula ti on, 
behaviors and processes that occurred, and t he ir consequences. 
Possible l i mitations in the research design are as follows: (1) 
The findings may not generali z e to o ther populations, such as those 
i n major urban ar eas. (2) Manyof the findings w i ll have quantitative 
significance, but will not produce definitive results at the qua l i-
tative level. (3) The find i ngs ma y have been influenced by conditions 
undergoing ch ange dur ing the research time period, such as maturat ion-
al process es or policy changes w ithin the system. (4 ) The design is 
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not intended to be purely evaluative of the tr eatment programs ex am-
ined. !5) Comparisons of various units wi 11 I ikely produce corre l a-
tions, but may not necessari l y indicate cau sative rela t ionships. 
Procedures for Data Analysis. Specific stages were involved in 
the analysis of the data and certain statistical methods, described 
here, were uti I ized in each stage. 
The first stage of the analysis was concerned with descript i ve 
univariate statistics. Frequencies were computed fo r every va r iable 
ob t a i n e d t h r o u g h t he u s e o f t h e r e co r d i n g i n s t r u me n t . A t t r i bu t es o f 
each variable, along with response percentages were recorded. 
The second stage in the data anal ysis involved an ex am ination 
of the relationships between certain variables present !cond i ti ons, 
characteristics, and processes) and recidivism. Chi-square and corre-
lation coeffic i ents were the principal statistical t echniques employ ed 
in this aspect of the ana l ysis. The use o f correlat i on coeff i cients 
occurred only with nominal variables having but two attributes. 
CHAPTER IV 
ANALYSIS OF THE DATA 
Table represents the variables, attributes and response percen-
t a g es used i n t h e f o I I ow i n g a n a I y s i s . A I I a t t r i b u t es o f t h e g i v en v a r i -
abl es we re recorded by means of an instrument designed for this 
purpose through a case-by-case examination process. 
Of the samp I e, 84. 7% were ma I e, and 83 . 3% were Caucasian. Th ere 
was a significant percentage of Indian (Native America n) youth, 15 .3%, 
while only 1.4% were Black. It is interesting to note th at in Kay 
County, the approxima te percentage of Native Americans is 5% of the 
population. The ag e range of the youth in the sample was from eight to 
seventeen, with the highest percentage ( 32.6% ) 1n the se venteen year 
category. 
Regarding family composition, 41.6% were residing with both b io-
logical parents, while the remainder I ived with one na tural parent 
only, one natural parent and a stepparent, a guardian, or in an inde-
pendent I iving situation. In regard to educational s tatus , 72 . 2% were 
attending school. Concernin g employment st atus, 30.6% were emp loyed on 
a part-time or ful I-time basis. 
Past status offenses were recorded , in wh ich the case files re-
flected that the child had been referred in the past for any of the 
fol lowing behaviors: truancy, runaway , or failure t o obey reasonable 
and lawfu l commands of parent. In this sample, 86 . 1% had not committed 
past status offenses. In re gard to past misdemeanor offenses, 84.0% 
15 
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Table I 
VARIABLES, ATTRIBUTES AND RES PONSE PERCENTAGES 
VARIABLE ATTRIBUTES RESPONSE PERCENTAGES 
Sex 
Race 
Family composition 
(chi Id is I iving withl 
Age at time of referral 
Youth's employment 
statu s 
Youth's educational 
status 
Number of pas t reported 
status offenses 
Male 
Female 
Caucasian 
Indian (Native American) 
Black 
both biological parents 
natural father only 
natural mother only 
natural mother and stepfa ther 
natural father and stepmother 
relat ive guardian 
non-relative guardian 
other 
8 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
1 5 
16 
1 7 
no t employed 
employed 
a t tending schoo l 
no t attending school 
0 
1 
2 
3 
84 .7 
15.3 
83.3 
15.3 
1. 4 
41.6 
5.5 
21. 5 
16.0 
7 .0 
3.5 
1. 4 
3.5 
.7 
.7 
4 .1 
4 .9 
4 .9 
13.9 
15 .3 
22.9 
32.6 
69.4 
30.6 
72 .2 
27 .8 
86.1 
7.6 
4 .9 
1.4 
Number of past reported 
misdemeanor offenses 
Number of past reported 
felony offenses 
Past offenses wer e 
Number of mon ths since 
last referral 
Current Offense 
Table I (Continued} 
0 
1 
2 
3 
5 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
9 
Status offenses only 
Crimes against property onl y 
Status offenses and 
crimes against prope rty 
Crimes against persons and property 
Other 
1 to 6 
6 to 12 
more than 12 
Cr imes agains t persons 
Assau lt & battery (N=6} 
Chi Id molestation (N=ll 
Assault o n po l ice officer (N=6 l 
Crimes agai nst property 
Ar son (N=6l 
Burglary (N=50l 
Grand larceny (N=20l 
Destruction o f property (N=ll 
Petit I arceny ( N=l l 
Forgery (N=9l 
Receiving or possessing 
stolen property ( N=5l 
Unauthorized use of 
motor vehicle (N=13l 
Burglary o f an auto (N=Bl 
Lar c eny o f lost prop erty (N=ll 
Access or y to bank r obbery (N=ll 
Embezzlement (N=3 l 
Burglar y o f a vending mach i ne (N=ll 
17 
84.0 
7.6 
5.6 
2 . 1 
0. 7 
68.0 
10.4 
7.6 
5.6 
3.5 
1. 4 
1.4 
0 .7 
1.4 
8. 3 
48.3 
16.7 
1 0 .0 
16.7 
42 .4 
18.6 
39 .0 
9.03 
8 2 .64 
Was there more than one 
current offense? 
Intake disposition 
Number of months that 
services within the 
community were provided 
after present offense 
Types of services 
provided 
Table I (Cont i nued) 
Obtaining mone y by 
deception (N=Ol 
Defraud i ng an inn keeper (N=O) 
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Non-dru g related traffic . 69 
Any (N=ll 
Drug offenses 
Unlawful possession or 
de I i very ( N=l) 
Unlawful possession with intent 
to distri bute (N=l) 
Pub I i c drun k ( N=l) 
Attempting to pass forged 
prescription (N=l) 
lnhal ing vola t ile substance (N=l) 
Cr i mes Ag a i n st Pub I i c Order 
Reckless conduct wit h firea rm (N=2l 
Malicious mischief (N=l) 
Par ole vio la t ion (n=l) 
Leaving scene of inj ur y 
accide nt !N=ll 
Unlawful use of explosives (N=Ol 
yes 
no 
d i smissal 
d i version to youth services 
d i version to CRCS 
def erred decis i on to file 
def erred pr osecution agr eement 
for mal juveni le pet ition filed 
certification to adult status 
0 
1 to 6 
6 to 12 
more than 12 
no services 
individual and family cou nseling 
4 .17 
3.47 
20 .8 
79 .2 
30 . 6 
22 .9 
19 .4 
6 .3 
10 .4 
6.9 
3 .5 
40 .27 
24 .31 
23 . 61 
11.81 
39 .6 
60 .4 
Was ther e forma l court 
i nvolvement for the 
c urrent offense? 
Had ch i Id previously 
been placed outside the 
community for treatmen t 
as a result of delin-
quency, family probl ems 
or emotional d istur-
bance? 
Did present o ffense 
result in placement 
outs ide the community 
for treatment? 
If placement outside 
the community eve r 
occurred, the number 
o f mo n t h s t h a t c h i I d 
was in residence? 
Did new o ff e nse 
occur within two 
years of referral 
( wh i I e st i I I a 
juvenile)? 
Table I (Con ti nued) 
yes 
no 
yes 
no 
yes 
no 
1 to 6 
6 t o 12 
more than 12 
yes 
no 
19 
11.1 
88 .9 
11. 8 
88.2 
10 . 4 
89 . 6 
28 .57 
17. 86 
53 .57 
36 .1 
63 . 9 
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had not been involved in this category. Concerning past felony offenses, 
68.0% had comm itted none, whil e the remainder had had past felonies 
ranging from one to nine. Most of the past offenses in al I three cate-
gories involved property offenses. 
In regard to the curre n t offense, 82 . 64% were for crimes aga i nst 
property . Most of these offenses wer e either Burglary, Grand Larceny 
or Unauthorized Use of a Mo tor Vehicle. Many of the youths (20 . 8% ) 
committed more than one current offense. 
Regarding intake disposition, 30. 6% were recommended to be dis-
missed, 22.9% were recommended to be diverted to yout h services, 19. 4% 
diverted back to CRCS, 6.3% recommended for a deferred deci s ion to 
file, 10.4% a deferred prosecution agreement, 6. 9% r ecommended for a 
juvenile petition, and 3.5% certified t o adu lt status. 
In regard to services within the community, 60.4% received ind i-
vidual and family counseling, while the remain der received serv i ces 
only throu gh the initial intake process. As far as l ength of services , 
2 4 . 31 % rec e i v e d s er v i c es f or a per i o d o f 1 - 6 mo n t h s , 2 3 . 61 % 6 - 12 
months, and 11.81% for more th an 12 months. Of the sample, 11.1% went 
through a formal court process. 
In re gard to the chi l d's placement outside the community, 11. 8% 
had previously been placed, while 10.4% were placed as a result of th e 
current offense. If pl acement ever occurred, the t ime span ranged from 
one month to fifty-two months. 
Regarding recidivist behavior, 36.1% were referred within two 
years for a new offense. 
The next process in t he analysis of the data examined the relati on-
shi ps between many of the variables associated with conditions, charac-
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teristics, or processes, and reci divism . Table II represents the inci-
dence of recidivism (the commission of subsequent offenses) by these 
variables. 
In regard to race, for this part of the ana lysi s race was coded 
as either Caucasian or Ind i an, due to the fact tha t only 1.4% of the 
sample population was Black . For the Caucasian youth, 32.5% comm i t ted 
new offenses, while 54.5% of the Indian youth c ommitted new offenses. 
Regarding family composition, this variable was coded as either 
living wi th both biological parents or not living with both biolog i cal 
parents. Of those I iving wi th both biological parents, 30.0% recidi-
vated, whi le in the other ca t egory 40.48% r ecidivated . 
In r egar d to rec id ivism by age, there is an increase in rec i di-
vism rates up until age 16 (0.0% f or ages 8 and 10, 16.67% for age 11, 
14.29% for age 12, 42 . 86% for 13, 55.0% for 14, 59. 09% for 15, 36.36% 
for age 16, and 23.40% for age 17). 
Concerning recidivism by employment status, 25.0% of those emp loyed 
recidivated, while 41. 0% of those not employed recidivat ed. For educa-
tional status , 32.69% of t hose attend i ng schoo l recidivated, while 
45.0% of those not at t ending school recidivated. 
The incidence of recidivism according to past offenses are pre-
sented for past status, misdemeanor an d felony offenses. Of those who 
had no past status offenses, 33.06% recidivated, while 55.0% of those 
who had one or more past status offenses recidivated. Of those who had 
no past misdemeanors, 32.23% recidivated, while those with one or more 
had a recidivism r at e of 56 .52%. Of those with no past felony 
offenses, 24. 49% recidivated, while 60. 87% of those with one or more 
past felonies recidivated. Thus, youths w ith past offenses of any tyi,>e 
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Tab I e I I 
RECIDIVISM BY VARIOUS DESCRIPTIVE VARIABLES 
Descriptive Vari ables 
Race 
Caucasian 
Ind ian 
df=l 
Family Composition 
Living w/both 
biol og ical parents 
Not I i vi ng w/both 
biol og ical parents 
df=l 
Age 
8 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
df =8 
Employment Status 
Employed 
Not emp l oyed 
df=l 
Educational Status 
Attending school 
Not attending school 
df =l 
* Percentages with N's in parentheses . 
Recidiv i sm 
New Offe nse 
Committed 
32:. 5 ( 39 );v, 
54 . 5 (12) 
2 
X =3 . 926 
30 . 0 (18) 
40.48 (34) 
2 
X =1.665 
o.o (0) 
0 .0 (0) 
16.67 ( 1) 
14 . 29 (1) 
42.86 (3) 
55.00 ( 11) 
59.09 (13) 
36.36 (12) 
23 . 40 (11) 
2 
X =15 .116 
25.0 (11) 
41.0 (41) 
2 
X =3.391 
32.69 (34) 
45 . 00 (18) 
2 
X =1 . 897 
No New Offense 
Committed 
67.5 (81) 
45.5 (10) 
p=.0475 r=0.16627 
70.0 (42 ) 
59 .52 (50 ) 
p=.1 969 r =.10753 
100.00 (1) 
100.00 ( 1) 
83 . 33 ( 5) 
85 .71 ( 6) 
57 .1 4 (4) 
45.00 ( 9) 
40 .91 (9) 
63.64 (21 ) 
76.60 (36 ) 
p=0 . 0569 
75.0 (33) 
59.0 (59) 
p=0. 0656 r =0.16344 
67.31 (70) 
55.00 (22) 
p=0. 1684 r=0.11 4 77 
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Table 11 (Continued) 
Past Status Offenses 
0 33.06 (41) 66.94 (83) 
1 or more 55.00 (11) 45 .00 ( 9) 
df=l 2 X =3.592 p=0.0581 r=0.15793 
Past Misdemeanor Offenses 
0 32.23 (39) 67.77 (82) 
1 or more 56.52 (13) 43.48 (10) 
df=l 2 X =4.943 p=0.0262 r=0.18527 
Past Felony Offenses 
0 24.49 (24) 75.51 (74) 
1 or more 60.87 (28) 39.13 ( 18) 
df=l 2 X =17.959 p=0.0001 r=0.35315 
Previous Placement 
Yes 70.59 (12) 29.41 (5) 
No 31.50 (40) 68.50 (87) 
df=l 2 X =9.931 p=0.0016 r=0.26262 
Current Offenses 
Persons 46.15 (6) 53.85 ( 7 ) 
Property 35.29 (42) 64. 71 ( 77) 
Pub I i c Orde r 20.00 ( 1) 80.00 (4) 
Drug Related 33.33 ( 2) 66.67 ( 4) 
Non-drug Truffic 100.00 ( 1) 0.00 (0) 
df=4 2 X =2.955 p=0.5655 
Multiple Offe nse 
!more than one) 
Yes 53.33 (16) 46.67 (14) 
No 31.58 136) 68.42 (78) 
df=l 2 X =4 . 8 72 p=0.0273 r=0 .18393 
Intake Disposition 
Dismiss 15.91 ( 7) 84 .09 (37) 
Divert 40.98 (25) 59 .02 (36) 
Deferred 41.67 (10) 58.33 (14) 
Petition 90 . 00 (9) 10.00 ( 1 ) 
Certification 20 . 00 ( 1) 80.00 (4) 
df =4 2 X =21.882 p=0 .0002 
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Table I I (Continue d) 
Servi.ces Provided 
Yes 43.68 (38) 56.32 (49) 
No 24 .56 (14) 75.44 (43) 
df=l 2 X =5.455 p=0.0195 r=-0.194 63 
Number of Months of Services 
0 24.14 ( 14) 75.86 (44) 
1 - 6 28.57 (10) 71.43 (25) 
7 - 12 35.29 (12) 64.71 (22 ) 
12 94.12 (16) 5.88 (1) 
df=3 2 X =29.270 p=0.0001 
Formal Court I nvolvement 
Yes 62.50 110) 37.50 (6) 
No 32.81 (42) 67.19 (86) 
df=l 2 X =5.433 p=0 .0198 r=0.19424 
Present Offense Resulting rn Placement 
Yes 66.67 ( 10) 33.33 (5) 
No 32.56 (42) 67.44 (87) 
df=l 2 X =6 . 776 p=0.0092 r=0 . 21692 
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had recidivism rates of between 55% and 61%. Th i s represents a 
significant association. 
Concerning the relationship between previous placement and reci-
divism, 70.59% of those wh o had previ ously been placed recid i vat ed, 
while 31.50% who had not previously been placed recidivated. 
The table presents the r a te of recidivism accord i ng to a break down 
of current offenses. Current offenses were categor i zed and coded as 
crimes against persons, crimes against property, cr i mes against the 
public order, drug-rela t ed offenses, and non-drug related tra ff ic 
o ff en s es . Ac t u a I I y , on I y two o f t h es e ca t ego r i es a r e r ea I I y v a I i d f or 
consideration, because three categories , pub Ii c order, drug of fenses, 
and traffic offenses had very smal I numbers . Of those comm i tt i ng 
crimes against persons , 46.15% recidivated. Of those committing cri mes 
against property, 35 . 29% rec i d i vated. 
Concerning recidivism by multiple offenses, 53.33% o f those who 
had more than one curr ent offens e recidivated, while 31 . 58% of t hose 
who did not have multiple offenses recidivated. 
The tab l e presents r?c idivism acco rding to int ak e disposit ion, 
with this var i able coded as e ither dismissa l , diversion, deferred, 
petition, or cer t ification . Of those dismissed, 15.91% recidivated . Of 
t hose diverted , 40.98% recidivated. Of those deferred, 41.67% reci-
divated. Of those in wh ich a petition was filed , 90.00% recidiva ted, 
which is a signifi cant finding. Of t hose certified, 20.00% recidivated. 
In regard to recidivism by services provided wi th i n the commun i ty, 
43.68% of tho se who di d receive services r ecid i vated, while 24.56% of 
those who did not rec e i ve servi ces r eci d i vated. 
Reg arding recidivism according to l ength of c ommunity services, 
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as the time of services increased, th e recid ivism ra t e increased . For 
youths receiving services fr om 1 - 6 months, the recidivism r ate was 
28.57%. For 7 - 12 months, the recidivism rate was 35.29% , whi le the 
rate for those receiving s ervices over 12 months was 94.12%. The 
latter finding represents a si gnificant association. 
The table presents recidivism by formal court involvement. Of 
those youth who went through the formal court process , 62.50% recidi-
vated, while those who did not had a rate of 32.81% . Of those who were 
placed as a resu lt of t he present . offense, 66.67% recidivated, wh ile 
those who were not placed had a rate of 32.56%. Both o f these f i ndings 
indicate a significant association. 
CHAPTER V 
SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION 
In consideration of the preceding section on analys i s of the 
data, the following summary is presented. First, the majority of youth 
are not living with both biological p arents. Most were referr ed at 
ages 14 through 17. Most were attending school, but not employed . Most 
did not have previous offenses on record. An extremel y high percentage 
committed crimes against property. 
Next, in regard to intake disposition and services provided, 
there was a fairly even distribution within each variab l e. Most 
children were not placed outside the community, but did r ecei ve 
services within the community. The over a l recidiv i sm rate was 36.1%. 
In regard to conditions associated with recid i vism, the fol l owing 
variables showed a strong relationship: past felony offenses, previous 
placement, number of months of serv i ces with i n the community, formal 
court involvement, and present placement. The following vari ables showed 
a moderate association with recidiv i sm: rac e, age, past status an d 
misdemeanor off enses, mu l tiple offenses, intake disposition, an d ser-
vices provided in the community. Certain vari abl es appeared to have no 
significant association with recidivism. These included fam i ly com-
position, employment status, educational status, cu rrent offense. 
The fol lowin g discussion wi 11 focus on an interpretation o f these 
results and their imp I ications . 
Most of the youth who were referred to Ka y County CRCS in 1980 
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for alleged felony involvement committ ed property off enses (82 . 64% ). 
In fact, most of the youths committed either a Burglary or a Grand 
Larceny. One could legitimately specul at e that a youth's motive for 
involvement in these types of offenses was associated with a desire 
for material gain. It is certainly possible that these youth had a 
desire to obtain some type of goods, had little or no legitimate 
access to these goods, and thus turne d to illegitimate means to ob tain 
them. However, if this theory were true, one would expect to find a 
relationship between youth's unemployment status and recidivism. The 
present findings do not seem to reflect such a relationship. 
A number of considerations come to mind in terms of formulating 
ways to reduce property offenses. The first relates to what the 
community can do to increase youth's leg itimate access to material 
goods. Many (or most) youth, when they reach an age of 14 or 15, wish 
to become employed in some capacity, but are not able to fulfill that 
desire. Many youth do wish to become part of the working force and are 
capable of performing services at a high level of productivity. 
Gaining legitimate access to material goods and services throu gh 
gainful employment may tend t o r educe attempts at i I legiti mate methods. 
A second consideration foc uses upon what the indiv idua ls can do 
to not become a victim. In r ead ing through a number of police reports 
contained within the case files examined for this study, it became 
apparent that some steps could have been ta k en by the victim which 
wou Id not have a I I owed the offense to occur { i . e. s ecurity mea sures l. 
A further consideration focus es on restitution by the offender to 
the victim when property damage is done, a concept utilized in Kay 
County with juven i le offenders. The philosophy behind such a progr~m 
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is a sound one, from the standpoint of the offender taking responsi-
bi Ii ty for his or her actions and the victims gaining compensat i o n . 
However, the program appears to have an inherent f I aw. The youth who 
commits an offense in which a victim suffers a loss probably does not 
have access to a legitimate means to repay the vic tim . Aga i n we become 
faced with the dilemma of legitimate access. 
Of primary importance in this study are the relationships bet ween 
the variables associated w i th conditions, characteristics, or processes, 
and recidivism. Each wi I I be examined in detai I . 
As stated earlier in the chapter on the review of literature, 
much research has shown a re I at i onsh i p between f am i I y structure an d 
processes and delinquency (Monah an, 1957 ; Peter son and Becker, 1965 ; 
Chi I ton and Markle, 1972). The present study did show t ha t only 41% of 
the youth referred lived with both biol ogical parents, but did no t 
find a signifi c ant associ a tion between f amily compo s iti on and rec id i -
vism. It could be argued that for those youth not living with both 
biological parents, s ome fact ors associated with the i r family disrup-
tion may have contri but e d in some way to their delinqu en t involvement. 
Mor e rese ar c h i s needed t o examine thi s area . 
In regard to race and rec idiv i sm, this study does seem to reflect 
some degree o f difference be t ween Caucas i an and Indian youth in terms 
o f r ecidivi sm. However, thes e find i ngs may not be s ign ifi cant due to 
the low number of Indian youth ( 22 ) referred during 1980. 
The pre s ent findings in regard to rec i divi sm by age ar e of some 
value. For tho s e childr en age 8 thro u gh 12 who were re f erred in 1980 , 
their r ec idivism r a t e wa s l ow. Only two c h ildren out o f 15 in t hi s a ge 
c a t egory r ec idi v ated in the two- year fol l ow-up p eriod. For those chi I d.-
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ren referred at age 13, their rate of recidivism jumped to 42 . 86% . For 
14 year olds, the recidivism rate was 55.0%, wh i le the rate for 15 
year olds was 59 . 09%. Child ren aged sixteen and seventeen did not have 
high recidivism rates. It should be noted th at many of these youths 
did recidivate, but their offenses occurred after they reac hed legal 
age of 18. This study d i d not reflec t these subse quent offenses. Analy-
sis of these variables gives one clear indication that the 13 - 15 age 
c a tegory is a high risk population for further delinquency i nvolve-
ment. It may be speculated that when a youth reaches a certain age 
(possibly 16), he or she reaches a mat urational level in which cer tai n 
behaviors are eliminated , including de linquency . The you th ma y si mpl y 
"outgrow" these socially unacceptable beh aviors. 
The findings in regard to rec idivism by emp l oyment status do not 
appear to be significant. The difference in t he percentage of recidi-
vism between youth employed or no t employed was 16 . 0% . The find ings 
were not stat i st i ca I I y s i g n i f i cant . 
In regard to recidivism by educational s t atus, the findings in 
this study go contrary to previous research allud i ng to a re l ationship 
between de Ii nquency and schoo I non-attendance ( F I e i sher, 1966 ; Kvara-
ceus, 1945; Schafer and Po lk, 1967 ) . Expectations of find i ng a high 
recidiv ism rate for those youth not attending school were simply not 
realized. 
Through this s tudy, there wa s f ound to be r elationsh ips between 
past offenses and recidivism, especially past felony offenses. This is 
consistent with much previous research. These ch il dren who had commit-
ted past offenses appeared to have some level of a tt achment to 
delinquent behavior patterns f or wh i ch soc i e t al intervention was unable 
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to break. From this, we ca n con e I ude t hat past offenses are a goo d 
predictor of furth er i nvolvement in delinquency . Most would contend 
that serious intervention with these youth would be essentia l i n 
trying to eliminate these behaviors. In fact, it could be further 
stated that the most intensive services s hou ld be directed toward 
those youth who have characteristics that put them a t risk of further 
involvement, including a previous placement outside th e c ommunity, 
juvenile court involvement, and mu l ti ple o ff enses. 
The concept of providing services to youthful offenders wi thi n 
t he i r own community as opposed to placing children in treatment fac i Ii-
ties outside t he community has emerge d as the primary treatment modali t y 
within the juvenile justice system . Community treatment of offender s 
is seen as a more rational deterrent, mor e therapeutic and more cost 
effective than placement. Th i s research ex amines t o some degr ee both 
aspect s . 
In regard to placement outside the community, the f ollowing resul t s 
were obtained. For those children who had ex perienced a placement out-
side t he community pri or to the current offens e, their r ecid i vism rate 
wa s 70 . 59% . Tho se chi ld r en, who wer e placed in t r ea tmen t faci I ities as 
a result of del i nquency, family problems, or emotional disturbances, 
returned to the c ommunity, committed s ome type o f offense, then r ecidi-
v a ted at a later time . It c ould c er tainl y be ar gued t hat, f o r these 
child r en, their placement resu l ted in less-than-successful outcomes. 
In r egard t o those children placed out s ide the communi t y as a 
dir ect r esult of th e ir pr esent o ffense, their rate of recidivism was 
66 . 67% . I t s houl d be no t ed t ha t some of th ese you th s committ ed s ubse-
quent off enses whil e in residence at a tr eatment faci I ity. As w ith 
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t hose youths previously placed, this cat egory produced high ra t es of 
recidivism. 
The placemen t process for you th in t r ouble has come under scrutiny 
in recent years. Actual outcomes with t hese chidren have often been 
contrary t o the des i red results. A number of factors may contribute to 
these undesirable results. First, there is likely to be a significant 
amount of trauma for the child leaving both home and commun i ty, and 
long-term negative effects may resu l t. The manifestation of these 
negative effects may ta ke the form . of delinquent behaviors. Second , 
treatment modalities wi t hin the facilities may need i mprovement. Final-
ly, the child who ex periences a placement often comes from a negat ive 
home environment, and upon discharge, retu rns to that same environment. 
Any positive emo tion a l and behavioral changes ma y qui ck ly be extin-
guished within that negative environment. 
We now turn our attention to community services. The data indicated 
that youth who received community serv i ces had a 43 . 68% rec i divism 
rate. It is i mportant to note that al I youths refer red went through 
the intake process. If no subse quent services were provided, then the 
youth was cod ed into the " No " category . Of interest here is the fact 
that those who received serv ices had the hi gher recidivism ra t e. In 
addition, th rough analysi s of recidivism by number of months of ser-
vices in the community, it wa s found that thos e youth w it h the l ongest 
period of s ervices (more than 12 months) had th e highes t recidivism 
rate (94. 12% ). A probable explanation of these find ings is that cer-
tain youths were seen as more at risk than others o f comm itting 
further offenses, thus necessitating servi c es, often long-term. Quite 
possibly, the s ervices offered were unable to counteract nega tiVf 
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environmental influences, or eliminate internal disturbances. The high-
est quality and quantity of services cannot always produce successful 
outcomes. This explanation could a l so apply to those youth going 
through the placement process. 
Genera I I y, reasons for I ong-term agency i nvo I vement have to do 
w ith continued inappropriate behavior by the ch i ld and / or continued 
family dysfunction. Thus, the long-term involvement by the service 
agency has adequate justification. However, because of the high inci-
dence of unsuccessful outcomes, it may be that these long-term inter -
ventions may require a different type of approach. For example, short-
term, intensive family treatmen t ma y be more productive. 
Th e data concerning recidiv i sm by current offense produced no 
significant results, primarily because mos t of the offenses were in 
the property ca tegory. However , rec i divism by mu l t iple offenses s howed 
a degree of associat i on. For those youth who comm itted more th an one 
current offense, their recidivism rate was 53.33%. Multipl e offenses 
may mean a stronger committment to de l inquent behavioral patterns. 
In regard to recidivism accord i ng to inta k e disposition, several 
items are of interest, the most s·ignificant of which is the fact tha t 
90% of those youths who were recommended to be p rocessed thr o ugh the 
juvenile court system recidivated. Recidivism rates for those diverted 
or deferred stand at approximately 41%, and for those dismissed, 15.91% 
recidivated. Regarding recidivism by formal court involvement for the 
current offense, a slight discrepancy here requ i res explanation. The 
tab l e which presents recidivism according to in take disposition shows 
that ten youth were recomme nded f or the fil i ng o f a petition. However 
the data further s hows that sixteen youth went through a formal court 
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process as a result of their involvement in the current offense. An 
explanation would be that the District Attorney elec ted to prosecute 
even though it might not have been recommended following intake . At 
any rate, there seems to be an association between formal court involve-
ment and recid i vism, as shown by the table. Some factors associat ed 
with the court process may be influential in whether or not recidivism 
occurs. For example, the negative stigmatization of those youth going 
through the cour t process may be a I eg it i mate concern. I f indeed neg a-
t ive factor s ar e p resent in the j uven ile court process, they nee d to 
be identif ied and dealt with. 
Th e othe r side of the coin re garding the juvenile court proc es s 
would be that the assoc i ation between cour t involvemen t and rec i divism 
is a spurious one. Certain underlyin g factors need to be con sidered. 
It is I ikely that only the most "hard-core" del inquents go through 
this process, those enmeshed i n deviant behavior pa tterns. The impact 
of th e court may no t be suf ficie nt to a lt er t hese pat t er ns. 
CHAPTER VI 
CONCLUS IONS 
Some of the findin gs in the present research go contrary to pre-
vious research , while some compare favorably to past findings. The 
present findings give r ise to a number of cons iderations re l evant to 
t he field of j uvenil e delinquency. 
The present research may indicate that long-term commun it y ser-
vices do more harm than good. It i s highly doubtful that long-term 
serv i ces do any harm whatsoever, un I ess they are c I ear I y substandard 
and in violation of accepted therapeutic interventions. Wit h in the 
present research setting, it could not be p l ausibly ar gued tha t the 
qua I ity of services provided were anything less than exemplary. 
Of course , new and innovative approaches to community service s 
to you thful offender s need to be tried. It is possible that the high-
risk, youthful offender popul,ation might better be served t hroug h inten-
sive, short-term community serv i ces. Presently in Kay Count y, an inten-
sive c aseworker maintains daily contact with youth and fami I ies who 
are within the high-r i sk category. In the long run, these types of 
app roaches may produce very positive results. 
The present research appears to cal I into question the juvenile 
court process. The high recidivism rates for those youth involved in 
t h is process may be t he resu I t of many different var i ab I es. I t wou Id 
be improper to place the bl ame so lely on the process itself. Further 
research is needed to more criti ca lly examine those youth involved 
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in juvenile court. At the same time, it ma y be t hat more research wi 11 
point to the need for a more effic i ent and productive utilizat i on of 
the j uven i I e court process. 
This research gave indication of a relationship between out-of-
commun i ty placement and recidivism. The entire placement process needs 
close examination to reach a better understanding of both the success-
ful and unsuccessful outcomes. One aspect of the placement of child-
ren which seems to have much validity is that the fami ty needs to be 
included in the actual treatment process. 
Contrary to a great deal of previous research, little association 
was found be tween family composition and recidiv i sm. A possible expl a-
nation of this finding would be that the quality o f the family syst em 
was of greater importance than the actual composition. Singl e or step-
parent fami I ies can be of high qua! ity in terms of relationships, com-
munication patterns, and overall fu nctionin g . The reverse can also 
be true. Fami I ies composed of children I iving with both biol og i ca l 
parents may be replete with problems. 
Though the present findings showed no relationship between educa-
tional status and recidivism, the former variable may be of great impor-
tance. Of this population, nearly 28% were not attending school, which 
may be problematic in itself. These children may not recidivate at 
a higher rate than children attending school, but may present social 
problems on a different level, including future unemployment. Consider-
ation should be given to programs directed toward those not in attend-
ance in the traditional classroom, such as alternative educa t ion or 
day treatment. 
Utilizing the present research as a foundat i on, certain additional 
37 
directions within the juvenile just i ce system are worthy o f c onsider-
ation. (lJ The creation of more opportunities fo r youth to lear n effec-
tive ways of seeking an d maintaining employment . ( 2) Th e creation of 
placement faci I ities for youthful offenders outs i de thei r home but 
within the i r community. (3) Consideration of ex pansion and i mp rovement 
of voluntary restitution progr ams. ( 4 ) Considerat i on of the ex pansion 
of delinquency prevent i on programs so that soc i e ta l interventi o n with 
delinquent children might not even have to occur. 
Fina ll y, i n o r der for definitive conclusions to be made re gard i ng 
conditions associated with recidivism, many more youthful o ff enders 
wi 11 need to be studied . It is hoped the findi ngs presented here wi 11 
encourage fur ther research . 
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